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Dear Bud, 

Re:af "idevits: Fisher 1 s date illegible. Is it the 5th? 

Eoswellis appears not to be signed* Is it in the original? 

There era none for Cararea and Moritz, Morgen, Euraos or Finck. 

Hannon said in court eeeh had executed an affidavit. The 'iey i understood, har, he 
(rh offering a new report, in etch notarized by each signer. 

The DJ "Idamoraddunf is undated. Can you twll no when it was filed 
arp for what purpose? 

On pige 2, am I correct in assuming 

line 2, that this alleg93 that at the very beginning, et 
the time they ceme into existence, the pictures end X-reys 
were the property of the already sxi:ting and already com- 
pleted Kennedy estate? 

lines 10-1, that this amounts to a claim the government 
may legall?/ accept 3tolen property on the theory that once 
stolen they are n.->t the property of him from whom stolen? 
last poregraph, the Archivist makes no of ort and intends to 
make no ef ort to determine genuineness of docurasnts, will 
regard forgeries oa genuine? Or thefts as legal? 
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Is it fair to interpret iKR the cited language in lines 10-1 as tacit 
acknowledgement that these film were not the property of the Kennedy family. 

Is there any court ruling of which you know that stipulates the 
te is determined at the moment of death? If notg on what is this basod? It 
of course, logical. 

Among the other things I still lack is a clasr copy of the decision. 



Sincerely, 


